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Abstract 1 

Background: Despite an urgent need for multi-domain lifestyle interventions to reduce 2 

dementia risk there is a lack of interventions which are informed by theory- and evidence-3 

based behaviour change strategies and no interventions in this domain have investigated the 4 

feasibility or effectiveness of behaviour change maintenance. 5 

Objectives: We tested the feasibility, acceptability, and cognitive effects of MedEx-UK, a 6 

personalised theory-based 24-week intervention to improve Mediterranean-diet (MD) 7 

adherence alone, or in combination with physical activity (PA), in older-adults at risk of 8 

dementia, defined using a cardiovascular risk-score of >10%. 9 

Design: 104 participants (74% female, 57–76 years) were randomised to three parallel 10 

intervention arms: 1) control, 2) MD, or 3) MD+PA for 24-weeks and invited to an additional 11 

24-week follow-up period with no active intervention. Behaviour change was supported 12 

using personalised targets, a web-based intervention, group sessions and food provision.  13 

Results: The intervention was feasible and acceptable with the intended number of ‘at risk’ 14 

participants completing the study. Participant engagement with group sessions and food 15 

provision components was high. There was improved MD adherence in the two MD groups 16 

compared with control at 24-weeks (3.7 points on a 14-point scale (95% CI 2.9, 4.5, p <0.01) 17 

and 48-weeks (2.7 points (95% CI 1.6, 3.7) p<0.01). Intervention did not change objectively 18 

measured PA.  Improvements in general cognition (0.22 (95% CI 0.05, 0.35, p =0.01), 19 

memory (0.31 (95% CI 0.10, 0.51, p <0.01), and select cardiovascular outcomes captured as 20 

underpinning physiological mechanisms were observed in the MD groups at 24-weeks. 21 

Conclusion: The intervention was successful in initiating and maintaining dietary behaviour 22 

change for up to 12-months, which was likely due to the intense early support provided 23 

which resulted in cognitive benefits. These results will inform larger-scale complex 24 

behaviour change interventions with health and well-being endpoints.  25 
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Introduction 28 

Dementia is a major public health concern with a substantial social and economic cost (1). 29 

Given the considerable and rising prevalence of this condition, the identification of feasible, 30 

acceptable and effective dementia prevention strategies is a major research priority (2). The 31 

modification of behavioural risk factors, including eating behaviours and physical activity, 32 

may play a key role in mitigating dementia risk (3).  33 

 34 

Improving both dietary behaviours and physical activity (PA) levels could have additive and 35 

synergistic effects on brain health through overlapping physiological processes and activation 36 

of common intracellular pathways (4). Recent studies have reported beneficial effects on 37 

cognitive function in large-scale, multi-domain interventions which comprise dietary and PA 38 

changes (5) including those in specific ‘at risk’ sub-groups (6, 7).  39 

 40 

Data from randomised controlled trials (RCTs) suggest that intervention to support adoption 41 

of a MD can improve cognitive function (8, 9). Our previous prospective cohort research 42 

indicated that a three-point increase in Mediterranean Diet Adherence Screener (MEDAS) 43 

score on a 14- or 15-point scale was associated with up to five less years of global cognitive 44 

ageing (10). Increased PA has also been associated with improved cognitive function and 45 

reduced dementia risk (11, 12). Several mechanisms could explain such effects, including 46 

improvement of cardiometabolic health (13), through physiological processes such as blood 47 

brain barrier function, cerebrovascular function, inflammation and β-amyloid clearance (14-48 

16).  49 

 50 

To our knowledge only one previous intervention has examined the impact of multidomain 51 

behaviours, including MD adoption, on neurocognitive function, with none conducted in the 52 
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UK (17). This previous six-month MD plus exercise intervention improved spatial working 53 

memory performance in older adults in Australia (17). In addition, there are a lack of MD and 54 

PA interventions which are informed by theory- and evidence-based behaviour change 55 

strategies and no interventions in this domain have investigated the feasibility or 56 

effectiveness of behaviour change maintenance. Various barriers make adoption of a MD in a 57 

non-Mediterranean setting challenging, including cultural identity and acceptability of MD 58 

components, which necessitates careful intervention development (18). Development of 59 

theory- and evidence-based interventions and feasibility testing are critical phases in complex 60 

intervention development (19), hence the importance of establishing the feasibility of 61 

intervention with the MD in a UK setting prior to progression to a definitive RCT.  62 

 63 

In the current manuscript, we report the primary and secondary outcomes of the MedEx-UK 64 

study, a 24-week multi-domain, theory-based intervention to improve MD adherence alone, 65 

or in combination with PA, in older adults at risk of dementia, defined using a cardiovascular 66 

risk-score (20). The intervention targets key influences on behaviour based on the Capability, 67 

Opportunity, Motivation and Behaviour Model (COM-B model) and includes evidence-based 68 

behaviour change techniques (BCTs) to encourage initial behaviour change and maintenance 69 

of any changes (21, 22). Following this 24-week intervention we invited all participants to a 70 

further 24-week follow-up period with no active intervention to investigate behaviour change 71 

maintenance.  The primary outcomes were feasibility and acceptability of the intervention 72 

and the secondary outcomes included behaviour change (changes in MEDAS score and PA 73 

levels), cognitive function, cardiometabolic health (BMI and 24-hour ambulatory blood 74 

pressure) and process measures such as theory-based mediators of behaviour change.  Data 75 

are presented for outcomes at both 24- and 48-weeks follow-up. 76 

 77 
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Methods 78 

Study design 79 

The study was pre-registered with ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT03673722) and the details of the 80 

protocol have been published (20). Briefly, participants from three UK centres (Norwich, 81 

Newcastle, and Birmingham) were randomised to a personalised, multi-domain intervention 82 

into one of three parallel intervention arms: 1) control, 2) MD, and 3) MD+PA. The main 24-83 

week intervention took place between March 2019 and September 2020 and the 24 to 48-84 

week trial add-on behaviour maintenance phase was completed by March 2021.  85 

 86 

The sample size calculation for the study, based on dietary change of three-points on the 87 

MEDAS indicated 90 participants (30 participants in each arm) would be required to 88 

complete the study, which was increased to 108 participants to account for a 20% drop-out 89 

rate (20). With this sample size the smallest detectable change in MEDAS score with 90% 90 

power and 5% error was 1.23 points, within our minimum target for dietary change of 3 91 

points, suggesting we would have a sufficiently precise estimate of whether a dietary change 92 

is achievable in this study. 93 

 94 

Participants  95 

Individuals aged 55 to 74 years were recruited to take part in the intervention through 96 

primary care, in collaboration with the local Clinical Research Networks at each study site, 97 

and via direct-to-public advertisements. Full details of the study inclusion/exclusion criteria 98 

can be found elsewhere (20). Briefly, participants were required to: 1) have a QRISK2 score 99 

≥10%, which indicates a ≥10% risk of having a cardiovascular event in the next 10 years; 2) 100 

have normal cognitive function as determined by a Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA) 101 

score ≥ 23 (23); 3) be free of mild cognitive impairment, dementia or other severe 102 
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neuropsychological complaints; 4) have a baseline MEDAS score <9 according to a modified 103 

version of MEDAS (24); and 5) undertake <90 minutes self-reported moderate-intensity PA 104 

each week. Eligibility to participate was determined through online, telephone and in-person 105 

screening sessions. Participants provided initial consent for the 24-week study intervention 106 

during the online screening, and written consent during the in-person screening. During the 107 

initial 24-week intervention, participants were invited to take part in the 24 to 48-week 108 

behaviour maintenance phase, and further written consent was obtained.  109 

 110 

Randomisation  111 

Individuals who were deemed eligible to participate in MedEx-UK were allocated randomly 112 

to one of the three study intervention arms within each centre, with minimisation for MEDAS 113 

score (low = 0-4; high = 5-8) and sex, to ensure treatment arms were balanced for these 114 

parameters. Randomisation and allocation were completed by researchers who were not 115 

blinded to group assignment.  116 

 117 

Intervention phase 118 

The first 24 weeks of the study comprised an intensive intervention period, during which 119 

participants in the MD and MD+PA arms were encouraged to change their behaviour via a 120 

combination of personalised targets based on participants’ self-assessment of their MD 121 

consumption and PA levels, a web-based intervention, group sessions with facilitators trained 122 

in behaviour change techniques, and supermarket vouchers or food delivery to support 123 

behaviour change and the potential extra costs of Mediterranean foods. Subsequently, 124 

participants were invited to take part in a behavioural maintenance phase (weeks 24-48), 125 

during which they had continued access to the web-based intervention only.  126 

 127 
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The intervention targets were to improve MEDAS scores by at least three points and increase 128 

levels of activity to 150 minutes of moderate, or 75 minutes of vigorous, activity per week. 129 

These targets were personalised: as part of the website intervention, participants were asked 130 

to self-assess their consumption of the Mediterranean diet and their PA levels. They then 131 

received personalised feedback and were encouraged to focus on specific behavioural 132 

changes from which they were expected to benefit. Participants were encouraged to select 133 

their own goals to meet these targets, which were introduced in a gradual process.  Due to the 134 

negative associations between alcohol consumption and brain health, participants were not 135 

asked to increase their alcohol intake but if they consumed alcohol to switch the type of 136 

alcohol they consumed to wine, preferably red wine.    137 

 138 

The web-based intervention was administered via an interactive, modular platform called 139 

LEAP2, as described elsewhere (20). LEAP2 included the ‘Eating Well’ module, designed to 140 

help participants increase their MEDAS score by providing real-time access to their score and 141 

details of the goals they were meeting, and facilitating participants to choose their own goals 142 

based on individual food preferences. Full details of the MEDAS targets are presented in 143 

Supplemental Table 1.  144 

 145 

The ‘Moving More’ module (accessible only by participants in the MD+PA arm) was 146 

designed to help participants increase their PA. The module included a questionnaire to allow 147 

participants to determine their current PA levels and receive an award based on the level 148 

achieved (bronze (≥100 min of moderate or 50 min of vigorous-intensity PA per week), silver 149 

(≥120 min of moderate or 60 min of vigorous-intensity PA per week) or gold (≥150 min of 150 

moderate or 75 min of vigorous-intensity PA per week). Participants were encouraged to set a 151 

goal of moderate and/or vigorous activity in minutes per week and LEAP2 provided tailored 152 
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PA suggestions based around participants preferences for cost, intensity, and type (group or 153 

individual) of exercise, and guided participants through overcoming key barriers associated 154 

with increasing PA levels. 155 

 156 

In addition, LEAP2 included a diary feature to help participants plan meals and PA, and links 157 

to the study dietary assessment tool (Intake24) and the food provision element of the MedEx-158 

UK study. Participants were encouraged to visit LEAP2 regularly throughout the 24-week 159 

intervention period.  160 

 161 

Participants in the MD and MD+PA arms were invited to attend four group sessions (at 162 

weeks 0, 2, 4 and 12) that were designed to complement the web-based intervention. The 163 

group sessions were two hours for the MD group and 2.5 hours for the MD+PA group and 164 

comprised ~6 participants and ~6 supportive others (i.e., a friend or relative to provide social 165 

support). The group sessions were designed to target key influences on behaviour change 166 

based on the COM-B model (25) and incorporated evidence-based behaviour change 167 

techniques (BCTs) to encourage change and maintenance. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, 168 

group sessions were conducted both in-person (prior to March 2020) and via 169 

videoconferencing software (after March 2020 during ‘lockdown’ periods). Participants were 170 

notified of their intervention group allocation at the start of their first group session.  171 

 172 

Finally, participants in the MD and MD+PA groups were provided with £30 per week in 173 

vouchers for an online food retailer. Participants were encouraged to purchase foods that 174 

contributed to their MEDAS target score but this was not monitored. In cases where online 175 

food delivery was not possible (e.g., due to delivery restrictions to rural areas), participants 176 

were provided with equivalent vouchers for a supermarket of their choice.   177 
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 178 

Participants in the control group received dietary and PA advice in accordance with the UK 179 

National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) guidelines for individuals with a 180 

moderately elevated QRISK2 score (26). They also attended a one-hour group session at 181 

week 0, during which they were informed of their intervention group allocation and received 182 

a brief verbal presentation outlining the importance of a control group in research. Following 183 

completion of the 24-week intervention phase, the control group received £240 shopping 184 

vouchers (equivalent to £10 per week participation) as remuneration.  185 

 186 

Behavioural maintenance phase 187 

Following the initial 24-week intervention period, consenting participants entered a 188 

behavioural maintenance phase during which they had continued access to the LEAP2 189 

platform but no longer received group support sessions or food provision. The LEAP2 190 

platform was modified to include content which aimed to support participants in maintaining 191 

healthy behaviour change achieved during the initial study intervention period, full details are 192 

provided in Supplemental Methods 1. This study maintenance phase was a trial add-on 193 

initiated after participants were recruited and consented to the main 24-week intervention. 194 

 195 

Outcomes 196 

A baseline assessment was conducted in-person at a clinical testing facility prior to the study 197 

intervention, during which cognitive, vascular and biological outcomes were evaluated (1).  198 

The study protocol was adapted at the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic to minimise 199 

participant-researcher contact and to ensure safety and compliance with social distancing 200 

measures. Therefore, only a sub-set of secondary measurements, not including biological 201 

samples, or MRI were obtained at 24- and 48-weeks via remote (i.e., at-home) data 202 
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collection. Specific adaptations have been highlighted for each measurement below, where 203 

relevant.  204 

 205 

Feasibility and acceptability 206 

The feasibility of the intervention was assessed using recruitment and retention rates.  207 

Intervention fidelity and participant engagement were evaluated via group session attendance 208 

(intervention phase) and self-reported usage of LEAP2 (intervention and behaviour 209 

maintenance phases) in the MD and MD+PA groups. Acceptability of the intervention was 210 

assessed at 24- and 48-weeks by a custom questionnaire using 5-point Likert-type scales, 211 

informed by the Theoretical Framework of Acceptability (27).  212 

 213 

Dietary assessment 214 

Dietary intake, to determine level of adherence to the MD, was evaluated via two different 215 

approaches. Firstly, participants completed an online version of the 14-point MEDAS 216 

questionnaire (24), which was the primary dietary outcome measure in this study. Secondly, 217 

participants completed a series of 24-hour recalls (on five non-consecutive days at baseline 218 

and at 24- and 48-weeks) via Intake24, a validated online dietary assessment tool (28). These 219 

data were also used to calculate adherence to the 14-point MEDAS scale as detailed in 220 

Supplemental Table 1.  221 

 222 

Physical activity 223 

PA levels were recorded for all participants throughout the entire intervention and behaviour 224 

maintenance periods via wrist worn activity monitors (Vivosmart 3, Garmin). The activity 225 

monitors were set to show the time and date only, to prevent participants receiving any 226 

activity-based feedback. Age, height, and weight were entered when setting up the devices to 227 
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improve accuracy. The devices recorded total step count, heart rate and PA energy 228 

expenditure. In addition, total activity levels in minutes of moderate intensity PA per week 229 

were calculated as: moderate minutes (defined as 40–59% heart rate reserve) + (vigorous 230 

minutes (≥ 60% heart rate reserve)*2) (29).  231 

 232 

Cognitive function  233 

Cognitive function was determined using an extended version of the neuropsychological test 234 

battery (NTB)(20) measured at baseline, 24- and 48-weeks (Supplemental Methods 2).   235 

Additionally, we included assessments of spatial navigation via the virtual reality 236 

Supermarket Trolley Task(30) and the Sea Hero Quest Test(31). The duration of each 237 

cognitive assessment was approximately 90 minutes.  Baseline assessments were conducted 238 

in-person at a clinical testing facility and follow-up assessments at 24- and 48-weeks were 239 

conducted remotely via video conferencing software, to reduce in-person contact while 240 

COVID-19 social distancing measures were in effect. A researcher was present virtually 241 

during the testing and paper-based cognitive tests were posted to participants before the 242 

session.  It was not possible to collect data on the spatial navigation tasks during these remote 243 

sessions.   244 

 245 

Scores from each test were converted to Z scores standardised on baseline grand mean and 246 

standard deviation with response time variables reversed by [Z * -1], so higher scores always 247 

suggested better outcomes.  Individual Z scores test scores were mean aggregated into 248 

summary scores for: Processing speed [Digit symbol substitution (total correct); Trail Making 249 

Test (A, seconds)]; Executive Function [Controlled Oral Word Association Test (total); 250 

Categorical verbal fluency test (total); Trail Making Test (B-A, seconds); Wechsler Memory 251 

Digit Span (backwards, total)] and Memory [Visual paired (immediate and delayed totals); 252 
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Verbal paired (immediate and delayed totals); Rey Auditory Verbal Learning Test 253 

(immediate and recall)].  A general cognition score was calculated using all Processing 254 

Speed, Executive Function and Memory tests. 255 

 256 

BMI 257 

At baseline, height and weight were measured after an overnight fast by a member of the 258 

research team using standard laboratory techniques and used to calculate body mass index 259 

(BMI). At 24- and 48-weeks, due to social distancing measures during the COVID-19 260 

pandemic, participants were asked to measure their body weight at home using either their 261 

own electronic scales or those provided by the research team.  262 

 263 

24-hour ambulatory BP 264 

24-hour ambulatory BP (AMBP) was measured at baseline and week-24 using portable 265 

devices (Mobil‐O‐Graph, Stolberg, Germany and Spacelab Healthcare, Washington, United 266 

States) which consisted of an inflatable cuff attached to a small monitoring system. The cuff 267 

was secured around the upper arm and readings were taken every 20 minutes during daytime 268 

(06:00 to 22:00) and every hour overnight (22:00 to 06:00) for an entire 24-hour period.  269 

 270 

Process evaluation 271 

The process evaluation was informed by UK Medical Research Council guidance for process 272 

evaluation (32). Here we present the quantitative measures related to mechanism of impact. 273 

The findings from interviews with group session facilitators and focus groups with 274 

participants, which focus additionally on contextual factors and implementation (e.g., 275 

fidelity) will be reported separately. Hypothesised mediators of behaviour change (intention, 276 

perceived control and self-reported use of behaviour change techniques) were assessed in all 277 
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groups at baseline (intention and perceived control only), 24- and 48-weeks using five-point 278 

Likert-type scales. 279 

 280 

Statistical analyses 281 

Between group differences in group-session attendance and use of the online-platform were 282 

examined using a 2-sample t-test or χ² test for categorical data.  The effect of the intervention 283 

on eating behaviour and other outcomes at 24- and 48-weeks were assessed using ANCOVA, 284 

with the 24-week value as the dependent variable, group as the independent variable.  We 285 

compared the difference in the mean of the control group with the mean of the two MD 286 

intervention groups (contrast 1), and the mean of the MD and MD+PA groups (contrast 2). 287 

Covariates included baseline value, study site, and baseline BMI.  The cognitive outcomes 288 

were additionally adjusted for age and years of education.  We checked for effect 289 

modification by sex by including an interaction term for group*sex in the models.  Data are 290 

presented as the difference in mean values at 24- or 48-weeks for the two intervention groups 291 

(mean MD+PA and MD) minus the control group. 292 

. 293 

For eating behaviour change, we also examined if change over 24-weeks was associated with 294 

maintenance or further change at 48-weeks by including an interaction term for 295 

group*continuing to 48-weeks (y/n) in the model. We also calculated the percentage of 296 

participants who changed their diets sufficiently to meet the criteria for individual MEDAS 297 

components at 24-weeks.  Finally, participants across all three groups (control, MD+PA, 298 

MD) were assigned to tertiles of 24-week change in MEDAS score and minutes of moderate 299 

activity and associations with cognitive and cardiometabolic outcomes at 24-weeks were 300 

examined. 301 

 302 
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All data are presented as unadjusted mean (SD) at individual timepoints, change (95% CI) or 303 

percentages where indicated. All analyses were performed using STATA (version 16; 304 

StataCorp). 305 

 306 

Role of the funding source 307 

The funders of the study had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis, data 308 

interpretation, or writing of the report.  309 

 310 

Results  311 

Feasibility and acceptability 312 

Of the n=2776 participants who completed online screening, n=239 met the criteria and 313 

attended in-person screening, n=104 (74% female, 57–76 years (mean 67.4 years (SD 4.6)) 314 

were recruited to the MedEx-UK study between 15th April 2019 and 10th January 2020. The 315 

main 24-week intervention was completed by n=99 (5% drop out rate) of whom n=76 (77 %) 316 

consented and n=69 (9% drop out rate) completed to the 24 to 48-week trial add-on 317 

behaviour maintenance phase (Supplementary Figure 1 and Table 1). Complete data for 318 

the change in dietary and physical activity behaviour, were available for n=87 completers 319 

(88%) at 24-weeks and n=52 completers (75%) at 48-weeks.  320 

 321 

Engagement with the group sessions was high, with participants attending 3.6 (SD 0.7) and 322 

3.5 (SD 0.9) of the four group sessions in the MD+PA and PA groups, respectively 323 

(Supplemental Table 2). Most participants (84%) reported accessing the online platform 324 

once per month or less, with the average session length 15 to 30 minutes. Uptake of food 325 

delivery or supermarket vouchers was 100% each month. Ninety-five percent of participants 326 

reported the intervention to be acceptable, with no significant difference between the MD and 327 
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MD+PA intervention groups (Supplementary Figure 2). Overall, participants rated the 328 

acceptability of the online platform lower than other intervention components (Supplemental 329 

Table 3). Participants rated their understanding of how the intervention aimed to facilitate 330 

behaviour change highly and reported a good fit with their beliefs about behaviour change 331 

(both average scores 4.3 out of possible five, Supplemental Table 3).  332 

 333 

Eating behaviour  334 

After the 24-week intervention, there was improved MD adherence in the two MD groups 335 

compared with control when assessed using the MEDAS questionnaire (3.7 points (95% CI 336 

2.9, 4.5, p <0.01) Figure 1A and Supplemental Table 4) and using 24-hour recall (3.4 337 

points (95% CI 2.4, 4.4, p <0.01), (Figure 1B and Supplemental Table 5). There was no 338 

evidence of a group by sex interaction (data not shown). Likewise, at 48-weeks there was 339 

improved adherence in the two MD groups compared with control when assessed using the 340 

MEDAS questionnaire (2.7 points (95% CI 1.6, 3.7) p <0.01) and using 24-hour recall (2.6 341 

points (95% CI 1.5, 3.8) p <0.01) data (Figures 2A and 2B). Participants in the MD group 342 

who participated in the maintenance phase had significantly higher MEDAS scores at 24-343 

weeks compared to those who did not continue (between group difference of 1.5 points (95% 344 

CI 0.4, 2.8) p=0.01), with no significant difference in the MD+PA group (between group 345 

difference of 0.9 points (95% CI -0.4, 2.3) p=0.17). 346 

  347 

Consumption of all components of the MEDAS score improved in the MD diet groups 348 

compared with control over the 24-week intervention except for vegetables and sugar-349 

sweetened drinks (when assessed by questionnaire), and sugar-sweetened drinks and butter 350 

and cream (when assessed by 24-hour recall) (Supplemental Tables 4-5). According to the 351 

MEDAS questionnaire data, red meat and sugar-sweetened beverages were the 352 
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recommendations met by the highest proportion of participants at baseline (Supplementary 353 

Figure 3) and the nut and fish components were most likely to be changed by participants in 354 

the MD groups, with 60 % and 57 % of participants, respectively, adapting their diet 355 

sufficiently to meet the recommendations over the 24-week intervention (Figure 2). Using 356 

24-hour recall data, the ratio of white to red meat and sofrito were the components that were 357 

most likely to be adapted (Supplementary Figure 4).  358 

 359 

Physical activity 360 

Total number of steps, energy expenditure and minutes of moderate activity increased in the 361 

MD+PA group and decreased in the MD and control groups after the 24-week intervention, 362 

but no significant between-group differences were observed (Table 2). Likewise, at 48-weeks 363 

no significant between-group differences were observed in PA (Table 2). There was no 364 

evidence of a group by sex interaction for minutes of moderate activity at 24-weeks and there 365 

was no difference in minutes of moderate activity at 24-weeks between the participants in the 366 

MD+PA group who did, or did not, continue to 48-weeks (data not shown).  367 

 368 

Cognitive function    369 

After the 24-week intervention, there were improvements in test scores for general cognition 370 

(0.22 (95% CI 0.05, 0.35, p =0.01) and memory (0.31 (95% CI 0.10, 0.51, p <0.01) domains 371 

in the two MD groups compared with control (Figure 3 and Supplemental Table 6).  These 372 

changes were determined by improvements observed in the Verbal Paired Associates task,  a 373 

measure of verbal memory (4.2 (95% CI 0.06, 0.77, p <0.01, Supplemental Table 7).  There 374 

were no significant differences in the test score for the processing speed domain, and the z-375 

score for Executive Function was of borderline significance (p=0.05).  Differences between 376 
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the MD+PA and MD groups were not observed for any of the domains.  At 48-weeks no 377 

between-group differences were observed in test scores in any domain.  378 

 379 

In the Hayling test of Executive Function (another measure of executive function, not in the 380 

NTB test battery), response times reduced for section A (-5.0 seconds (95% CI -7.5, -2.5), 381 

p<0.01) and section B (-13.5 seconds (95% CI -21.8, -5.3), p<0.01) over the 24-week 382 

intervention in the two MD groups compared with the control group, with no differences 383 

observed in the number of errors made (raw or scaled) (Supplemental Table 8).  There were 384 

no significant differences in response times or number of errors made between-groups at 48-385 

weeks (Supplemental Table 8).  The Hayling overall scaled score improved in the two 386 

intervention groups relative to control at 24-weeks (0.7 (95% CI 0.4, 1.0), p<0.01) but not 387 

48-weeks (Supplemental Table 8).  Differences between the MD+PA and MD groups were 388 

not observed for any of the Hayling outcome measures.    389 

 390 

Improvements in test scores in the general cognition (T3-T1 0.29 (95% CI 0.08, 0.50, 391 

p<0.01) and memory domains (T3-T1 0.35 (95% CI 0.10, 0.60, p<0.01) over 24-weeks were 392 

greater in the participants with the highest change in MEDAS score over the same time 393 

(Supplemental Table 9).  Likewise, there were also improvements in the Hayling test scores 394 

with overall scaled scores improved in the participants with the highest change in MEDAS 395 

score (T3-T1 1.1 (95% CI -0.3, 1.9), p<0.01).  For physical activity, fewer section B errors 396 

were observed in the participants with the greatest increases in moderate activity (T3-T1 1.8 397 

(95% CI -3.3, -0.2), p=0.02, Supplemental Table 10). 398 

 399 

Cardiometabolic outcomes 400 
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At 24-weeks there was no significant intervention effect on BMI (Table 2) but at 48-weeks 401 

BMI reduced (-0.71 kg/m2 (95% CI -1.30, -0.13), p=0.02) in the MD+PA and MD groups 402 

compared with control.  There were no intervention effects on 24-hour mean systolic, 403 

diastolic or pulse pressure at 24-weeks but a reduction in pulse pressure variability (-2.9 mm 404 

Hg (95% CI -5.3, -0.5), p<0.01) and Ambulatory Arterial Stiffness Index (-0.07 (95% CI –405 

0.2, 0.02), p=0.01) was observed in the MD+PA group. AMBP data were not collected at 48-406 

weeks.  407 

 408 

Improvements in pulse pressure variability (T3-T1 -3.4 (95% CI -6.1, -0.7), p=0.01, 409 

Supplemental Table 9) and Ambulatory Arterial Stiffness Index (T3-T1 -0.2 (95% CI -0.3, -410 

0.1), p<0.01) over 24-weeks were greater in those participants with the highest change in 411 

MEDAS score.  No associations were observed between change in physical activity and 412 

cardiometabolic outcomes (Supplemental Table 10). 413 

 414 

Mechanism of impact measures 415 

At baseline, participants were confident (perceived control) and motivated to change their 416 

diet and increase physical activity. Confidence and motivation reduced over the 24-week 417 

intervention period in all groups, with no significant between-group differences observed 418 

(Supplemental Table 11). Self-reported use of behaviour change techniques taught in the 419 

intervention was higher among intervention participants than control participants. Goal 420 

setting and incorporating dietary and physical activity change into daily routines were the 421 

most frequently utilised behaviour change techniques by intervention participants (with 422 

slightly lower levels for PA compared with diet). Conversely, social support and self-rewards 423 

were used least often (Supplemental Table 12).  424 

 425 
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Discussion  426 

This 24-week multi-domain, theory-informed intervention in older, ‘at risk’ adults living in 427 

the UK proved to be feasible and acceptable as judged by our ability to recruit the intended 428 

number of completers (with pre-specified characteristics), the high levels of retention at 429 

follow up and our ability to deliver the intervention as intended despite COVID-19 and social 430 

distancing restrictions. In addition, participant engagement with two of the three intervention 431 

components designed to support behaviour change was high, specifically the group sessions 432 

and uptake of food provision. Conversely, whilst the website was accessible to all 433 

participants, use was low and rated poorly. Focus groups highlighted this was mainly due to 434 

the poor functionality, which will need to be optimised prior to large-scale evaluation. 435 

Adherence to intervention was associated with cognitive (global cognition and memory) and 436 

cardiovascular (pulse pressure variability and arterial stiffness) benefits.  437 

 438 

A previous study in the UK evaluating the feasibility of a peer support intervention to 439 

encourage adoption of a MD reported challenges with recruitment and retention of 440 

participants (33, 34). The successful recruitment and retention in the current study may be 441 

due to the use of individual-level recruitment, rather than the group-based approaches 442 

employed in the previous study, which may have ensured the inclusion of more engaged 443 

participants. The addition of a food provision component to remove barriers associated with 444 

the perceived higher price and inconvenience of healthy foods is also likely to have improved 445 

retention. Previous studies have shown that financial support improves adherence to a MD 446 

when accompanied by an educational intervention (35). We provided participants with 447 

options to choose MD components that met their personal food preferences, rather than being 448 

prespecified by study design, as personalisation has shown to lead to sustained changes in 449 

dietary behaviour (36).  450 
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 451 

The MedEx-UK intervention was also successful in improving eating behaviour with these 452 

changes maintained during the six months follow-up. A-priori we specified successful 453 

behaviour change as a three-point increase on the MEDAS. Participants in the intervention 454 

groups achieved a 3.7-point increase in MEDAS at 24-weeks, with a 2.7-point increase 455 

maintained at 48-weeks follow-up. Change in MEDAS scores of this magnitude are likely to 456 

be biologically and clinically important with previous studies reporting an approximate 30 % 457 

reduced risk of major cardiovascular events (16), a 12.6 to 20.7% reduced risk of dementia 458 

(37) and up to five years of reduced global cognitive ageing (10) with a change in MEDAS 459 

score of 2 -3 points.  460 

 461 

Participants in the current study reported improved adherence to all dietary components (in 462 

particular, fish, nuts and olive oil), except for sugar-sweetened beverages which were 463 

habitual relatively low at baseline. Conversely, in the PREDIMED study, conducted in a 464 

Mediterranean-region, dietary changes were only apparent for foods attributable to the free 465 

products provided (olive oil and nuts), legumes and fish (16). This suggests that more food 466 

changes were required by UK participants to align with the MD, but these changes were 467 

achievable and maintained for one year.   468 

 469 

Significant between group differences in PA were not observed and increases in the MD+PA 470 

group were modest at 24-weeks. These modest changes in PA of approximately 70 minutes 471 

per week were not entirely unexpected given that the study took place during COVID-19 472 

lockdowns where activity opportunities were restricted.  It was of interest that activity levels 473 

only increased in the MD+PA group and decreased in the other groups which may suggest 474 

that the PA component was effective at maintaining activity levels during COVID-19 475 
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lockdowns.  A recent large US cohort study reported that increasing activity by 10 minutes 476 

per day could reduce preventable deaths by seven percent per year (38) and 10 minute 477 

activity bouts have been linked to improved cognition (39) suggesting that even small 478 

changes in activity are important from a public health perspective. Of note, at screening, all 479 

participants self-reported <90 minutes moderate-intensity PA each week, although at 480 

baseline, using directly measured activity, mean moderate activity was 191 minutes per week 481 

in the MD+PA group, with only 34 % of the group below the 90 minutes threshold. This 482 

highlights the weaknesses of subjective versus objective PA assessment and suggests 483 

refinement of PA methodology at screening is required in future studies to ensure recruitment 484 

of intended participants. This may be another factor to explain the moderate changes in PA 485 

we observed in the intervention.  486 

 487 

Whilst the current study did not observe significant changes in PA, it is notable that the 488 

additional behaviour targets in the MD+PA group was not a deterrent to improving eating 489 

behaviour and was associated with improvements in cognition and cardiometabolic health. 490 

Pulse pressure and ambulatory stiffness index, measured using 24-hour ambulatory blood 491 

pressure, were improved in the MD+PA group alone at 24-weeks. We also observed a dose 492 

effect with greater improvements in cognition and cardiovascular health in participants with 493 

the highest levels of behaviour change.  Research suggests there are synergistic associations 494 

between an individual’s lifestyle risk behaviours and health outcomes which highlights the 495 

importance of developing interventions that tackle multiple behavioural risk factors (40). 496 

 497 

The intervention was effective at improving general cognition and memory (including verbal 498 

memory) over 24-weeks. It was unexpected that these improvements were not maintained at 499 

48-weeks and may indicate that a longer duration of intervention is required for sustained 500 
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cognitive benefits associated with modest maintained behaviour change.  Our findings of 501 

improvements in general cognition and memory support those of the FINGER trial with the 502 

trend for the same beneficial effects on executive function (with exception of significant 503 

effect in the Hayling test), which again may reflect the shorter duration of our intervention 504 

(5).  The Hayling processing speed component appeared to be the most sensitive cognitive 505 

measure and may be important to explore in future studies.  506 

 507 

Process evaluation was an essential part of this feasibility study and provides us with 508 

important insights to inform the development of a larger-scale trial. The intervention 509 

recruited a highly motivated sample; participants reported high confidence and motivation to 510 

change their diet and increase physical activity. However, confidence and motivation reduced 511 

over the 24-week period. This may be due to unrealistic optimism at baseline, with 512 

participants becoming more realistic over time due to experiences with behaviour change 513 

(41). In addition, the COVID-19 lockdown and other restrictions may have made behaviour 514 

change especially challenging. The behaviour change observed after the intervention was not 515 

due to increased motivation and confidence and is more likely due to increasing participants’ 516 

use of behaviour change techniques, promoted by the intervention, in their daily lives. The 517 

most frequently used techniques (goal setting, building routines) facilitate behaviour 518 

maintenance. Participants in the MD+PA reported using these techniques slightly less 519 

frequently for PA, than for dietary change, which may have contributed to the differences 520 

between observed change in MD and in PA at 24 weeks. In contrast, social support was used 521 

least often. Although it was included in the group sessions, the restrictions resulting from the 522 

pandemic limited opportunities for social support, especially face-to-face. 523 

 524 
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Strengths of the current study include: i) the development of intervention components which 525 

targeted key influences on behaviour based on the COM-B model and included evidence-526 

based behaviour change techniques, ii) the robust measurements of feasibility and 527 

acceptability, which were informed by Medical Research Council guidance for process 528 

evaluation (19), iii) the use of validated measurement tools for assessing the primary (diet 529 

and PA) and secondary (cognition and cardiometabolic) outcomes and iv) the inclusion of 530 

both behavioural and clinical data. The COVID-19 pandemic created unique challenges for 531 

the intervention study and restricted our ability to collect the data for our secondary 532 

cardiometabolic outcomes. However, our successful experiences around remote delivery of 533 

this complex intervention will be invaluable for the design and delivery of future 534 

interventions. We defined participants ‘at risk’ of dementia using a scale to monitor risk of 535 

cardiovascular disease which does not include assessment of other important risk factors for 536 

dementia, including cognitive function and family history.  We were not successful in 537 

recruiting socio-economically disadvantaged and racially and ethnically diverse participants 538 

and the recruitment protocol and study design for a future study will need to be modified to 539 

ensure such inclusion. Further learnings for the development of a larger scale trial include the 540 

need to improve the poor conversion rate from screening to recruitment and to further 541 

develop and test intervention tools that are acceptable, feasible and inclusive to our target 542 

population, in particular, the online platform.   543 

 544 

In conclusion, this feasibility study to increase Mediterranean diet adherence and physical 545 

activity in older adults at risk of dementia was acceptable and feasible. In addition, it was 546 

effective at improving eating behaviour, alone and when increased PA was an additional 547 

behavioural target. The intervention was also successful in behaviour change maintenance for 548 

up to 12 months, which was likely due to intense early support and investment to achieving 549 
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long-term behaviour change. The behaviour change was associated with cognitive and 550 

cardiovascular benefits especially in the combined Mediterranean-style diet and physical 551 

activity intervention group. This feasibility testing will be essential in developing a larger 552 

scale intervention based on MedEx-UK and to other researchers in planning complex 553 

behaviour change interventions.  554 
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Figure 1: Mediterranean Diet Adherence Screener (MEDAS) score by intervention 

group at baseline, 24- and 48- weeks calculated by questionnaire and 24-hour recall.  

Values represent unadjusted means (SD) from MEDAS questionnaire (panel A) and 24-hour 

recall (panel B). P-value for group and contrast 1 (Control v. (MD + MD+PA)) *< 0.01 or ** 

<0.05 at relevant time point compared to baseline, calculated using ANCOVA (adjusted for 

baseline value, study site and baseline BMI). P-values for contrast 2 (MD v. MD+PA) were 

non-significant at all timepoints compared to baseline as were all contrasts comparing values 

at 48- to 24-weeks. Participant numbers at 48-weeks were n=20 MD+PA, n=22 MD, n=21 

Control for questionnaire data and n=17 MD+PA, n=17 MD, n=12 Control for 24=hr recall 

data. MD = Mediterranean diet, MEDAS =Mediterranean Diet Adherence Screener, PA = 

Physical activity.  

 

Figure 2: Proportion of participants adapting to meet the criteria for individual 

Mediterranean Diet Adherence Screener components at 24-weeks by intervention group 

in 86 MedEx-UK participants.  

Bars represent the percentage of participants who met the criteria at 24-weeks but not at 

baseline according to the questionnaire data. Only participants with complete data for all 

components were included (n=86).  

 

Figure 3: Cognitive summary scores by intervention group at baseline, 24- and 48- 

weeks.  

Values represent unadjusted means (SD) for General cognition (panel A), processing speed 

(panel B), executive function (panel C) and executive function (panel D).   

* P-value < 0.01 for group and contrast 1 (Control v. (MD & MD+PA)) at relevant time point 

compared to baseline, calculated using ANCOVA (adjusted for baseline value, study site 
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baseline age, and years of education).  P-values for contrast 2 (MD v. MD+PA) were non-

significant at all timepoints compared to baseline as were all contrasts comparing values at 

48- to 24-weeks.  Missing data at 48-weeks were General cognition (MD+PA n=7, MD n=3, 

Control n=8), processing (MD+PA n=5, MD n=5, Control n=9), executive function (MD+PA 

n=6, MD n=10, Control n=11) and executive function (MD+PA n=11, MD n=9, Control 

n=8).  Individual test scores were converted to Z scores standardised on Baseline grand mean 

and standard deviation with response time variables reversed by [Z * -1], so a higher time 

indicates a better outcome.  Individual Z scores test scores were mean aggregated into 

Summary Scores for: Processing speed [Digit symbol substitution (total correct); Trail 

Making Test (A, seconds)]; Executive Function [Controlled Oral Word Association Test 

(total); Categorical verbal fluency test (total); Trail Making Test (B-A, seconds); Wechsler 

Memory Digit Span (backwards, total)] and Memory [Verbal paired immediate (total); Visual 

paired immediate (total); Verbal paired delayed (total); Visual paired delayed (total); Rey 

Auditory Verbal Learning Test (immediate); Rey Auditory Verbal Learning Test (recall)].  A 

general cognition score was calculated using all Processing speed, Executive function and 

Memory tests.  MD = Mediterranean diet, MEDAS =Mediterranean Diet Adherence 

Screener, PA = Physical activity. Full data is presented in Supplemental Table 6.  
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Table 1: Baseline characteristics of the MedEx-UK study participants, according to 
intervention group 
 

Characteristic MD+PA (n=35) MD (n=35) Control (n=34) 
Sex, female 25 (71.4%) 27 (77.1%) 25 (73.5%) 
Age, years 68.1 (5.1) 67.3 (4.3) 67.1 (4.4) 
Ethnicity, white 34 (100%) 35 (100%) 33 (97%) 
IMD, decile 5.9 (3.1) 5.2 (2.6) 6.3 (2.3) 
BMI, kg/m2 27.5 (4.2) 30.1 (5.0) 28.4 (3.5) 
MEDAS, score  6.8 (2.2) 5.9 (2.0) 6.8 (2.1) 
Moderate activity, min/d 181 (154) 230 (205) 261 (308) 
QRISK, score 17.2 (5.8) 16.7 (4.9) 15.9 (4.7) 
General cognition score, z-score -0.07 (0.5) 0.12 (0.6) -0.01 (0.6) 
Processing speed score, z-score -0.14 (0.8) 0.09 (0.9) 0.05 (0.9) 
Executive function score, z-score -0.12 (0.6) 0.13 (0.8) -0.01 (0.6) 
Memory score, z-score 0.05 (0.7) 0.05 (0.6) -0.08 (0.7) 
24hr mean systolic BP, mm Hg 128 (12.5) 127 (14.3) 128 (11.1) 
24hr mean diastolic BP, mm Hg 78.3 (10.3) 77.0 (9.6) 75.2 (9.8) 
24hr mean pulse pressure, mm Hg 51.2 (9.3) 52.2 (10.9) 53.0 (7.5) 
24h systolic BP variability, mm Hg 10.8 (2.9) 10.6 (2.5) 10.1 (2.9) 
24h diastolic BP variability, mm Hg 11.0 (3.7) 11.0 (4.3) 10.8 (3.5) 
24h pulse pressure variability, mm Hg 16.3 (11.9) 13.9 (8.9) 14.1 (8.0) 
Ambulatory Arterial Stiffness Index  0.61 (0.18) 0.58 (0.19) 0.51 (0.29) 

Values are mean (SD) or n= (%). Data was missing for BMI (n=1 MD+PA), IMD (n=1 
MD+PA; n= 1 MD), Moderate activity (n=1 MD+PA; n=2 Control) and QRISK (n=4 
MD+PA; n= 3 MD; n=5 Control). IMD = Index of Multiple Deprivation, MD = 
Mediterranean diet, MEDAS = Mediterranean Diet Adherence Screener, PA = Physical 
activity, QRISK = cardiovascular risk score.  
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Table 2: Physical activity and cardiometabolic outcomes at baseline, 24- and 48-weeks by intervention group in 99 MedEx-UK 
participants.  
 

 MD+PA MD Control P1 P2 P3 
 n= Baseline 24-weeks n= Baseline 24-weeks n= Baseline 24-weeks    
Total Steps, d 28 5743(2100) 6348(3343) 31 6137 (2364) 5760 (2501) 31 6282(2562) 5913(2680) 0.13 0.23 0.31 
Energy expenditure, kcal/week 28 281 (171) 327 (304) 31 322 (189) 277 (154) 30 303 (189) 239 (131) 0.06 0.12 0.30 
Moderate activity, min/week 28 191 (163) 262 (183) 31 233 (214) 228 (195) 31 256 (311) 213 (210) 0.10 0.14 0.49 
BMI, kg/m2 33 27.6 (4.2) 27.1 (4.4) 34 30.3 (5.0) 30.3 (5.2) 32 28.4 (3.6) 28.3 (3.4) 0.20 0.67 0.06 
24hr mean SBP, mm Hg 13 128 (14.0) 125 (14.4) 13 128 (14.2) 130 (15.5) 11 131 (9.8) 128 (10.6) 0.57 0.58 0.04 
24hr mean DBP, mm Hg 13 75.7 (10.0) 75.4 (10.1) 13 80.2 (10.7) 75.8 (6.0) 11 76.4 (7.5) 75.1 (4.8) 0.89 0.67 0.66 
24hr mean PP, mm Hg 13 52.4 (7.3) 51.4 (7.2) 13 51.4 (11.0) 53.7 (12.1) 11 54.7 (7.8) 53.1 (8.2) 0.87 0.37 0.08 
24h SBP CV, mm Hg 13 10.5 (2.7) 9.5 (1.8) 13 9.6 (1.5) 9.6 (1.8) 11 9.4 (1.9) 9.6 (1.8) 0.32 0.49 0.41 
24h DBP CV, mm Hg 13 10.2 (3.2) 9.8 (3.6) 13 9.5 (2.6) 10.4 (2.7) 11 10.6 (2.9) 10.6 (2.6) 0.32 0.85 0.10 
24h PP CV, mm Hg 13 14.0 (9.9) 11.4 (6.9) 13 15.6 (8.3) 15.7 (9.1) 11 14.1 (7.4) 15.9 (8.4) <0.01 0.02 0.02 
AASI  13 0.58 (0.19) 0.50 (0.10) 13 0.62 (0.17) 0.64 (0.16) 11 0.60 (0.20) 0.64 (0.14) 0.01 0.13 <0.01 
   48-weeks   48-weeks   48-weeks    
Total Steps, d 17 5497(2187) 5470(2647) 21 6264 (2055) 5683 (2499) 18 5895(2284) 5586(2822) 0.85 0.81 0.96 
Energy expenditure, kcal/week 17 228 (97) 242 (134) 21 310 (165) 289 (201) 16 301 (166) 248 (195) 0.56 0.66 0.67 
Moderate activity, min/week 17 204 (167) 246 (247) 21 216 (209) 314 (228) 18 273 (316) 288 (374) 0.59 0.37 0.61 
BMI, kg/m2 24 27.0 (3.2) 26.3 (3.2) 23 30.3 (4.7) 29.9 (4.9) 21 27.8 (3.2) 28.0 (3.2) <0.01 0.02 0.31 

Values are unadjusted means (SD). P1 = p-value for group using ANCOVA (adjusted for baseline value, study site and baseline BMI), P2 = p-
value for contrast 1: Control v. (MD + MDPA), P3 = p-value for contrast 2: MD v. MDPA. Moderate activity minutes have been derived from 
light, moderate and vigorous intensity minutes normalised to moderate intensity. AASI = Ambulatory stiffness index, CV = variability, DBP = 
diastolic blood pressure, MD = Mediterranean diet, PA = physical activity, PP = pulse pressure, SBP = systolic blood pressure.  
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